' United States R\tent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATKS DKPARTMKNT OF COMMKRCE 
United Statt;» Patent and 1'rudumark Offii't; 

Addrm ruMMISSRiNHR (.'[■ PATHNT^l AND FRADhM ARKS 

VlexaiiJna. \'irfmuii 22 Ml 1 t*iO 

WWM lUfptli 111 IV 



APF'LIC A nON NO. 




MLINO 


DATl- 


KIRSTNAME-D INVHNTOR 


ATTORNEY [XX Ki: r NO. 


CONKIRMATION NO, 






06. 14. 


:()()() 


(icrard Sct)tt Frccland 


AZ()N3A.dln 


s;>:2 


2.S66t> 75i>() 




omnium 









THE FIRM OF HUESCHEN AND SAGE 
500 COLUMBIA PLAZA 
350 EAST MICHIGAN AVENUE 
KALAMAZOO, MI 49007 



SERGENT, RABON A 



AR l UNI r 



PAP[-K NUMfiHR 



171 1 

DA I H MAILHD: 05/2 0/2 003 
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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

09/593,913 



Examiner 

Rabon A Sergent 



^pplicant(s) 

FREELAND ET AL 



Art Unit 

1711 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THF MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. , . . , n.n 

E^eJs.; « ma^^ under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 136(a) In no event, however, may a reply be t,.e,y f.led 

alter SIX (6) MONTHS fronn the mailing date of ^^is communication minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 March 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)lEl This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application ,s in condition for allowance except ^or formal matters Pjosecution as to the merits ts 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) n Claim(s) I^M is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 11 1^ 14-17. and 19-33 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) H Claim(s) 1-9.18 and 34 is/are allowed. 

6) Q Claim(s) 10 and 13 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim{s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner, 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

I I )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 

Attach ment(s) 

r-i . r. . n> H fnrn rq'?\ 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

1) 0 Notice of Referer^ces Cited (PTO-89^ Notice of Ir^formal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) LJ 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) U Other: 
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Part of Paper No. 11 
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Art Unit: 1711 

1. Claims 10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention. 

Despite applicants' remarks, the basis for the weight percents within claims 10 and 13 
remains unclear. It is unclear if the weight percent is based on the curative, prepolymer, or one 
of the constituents, it does not necessarily follow that the basis would be same in the prepolymer 
and the curative, since the curative contains additional components. 

2. Claims 10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because the 
specification, while being enabling for curative agents having a viscosity of 300-50000 cps at 
room temperature, does not reasonably provide enablement for curatives lacking the 
aforementioned viscosity characteristic. The specification does not enable any person skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make the invention 
commensurate in scope with these claims. Applicants have failed to provide adequate guidance 
with respect to obtaining viable room temperature liquid compositions suitable for room 
temperature casdng operations having viscosities other than those disclosed. 

3. Claims 1-9, 18, and 34 are allowed. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to R. Sergent at telephone 
number (703) 308-2982. . . . . 



R. Sergent 
May 19, 2003 
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